REMARKS /ARGUMENTS 
The Office action dated May 10, 2005, and the references 
cited therein have been received and carefully reviewed. 

As a result of the Office Action, claims 1-3 and 32 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Tarekado. Claims 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Tarekado. Claims 22 and 24 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tarekado in view Pallini, Jr. These references have been 
carefully reviewed but are not believed to show or suggest 
Applicants' claimed invention. Reconsideration and allowance 
of the pending claims is therefore respectfully requested in 
view of the following remarks. 

Claim 1 requires the engaging protrusion and the engaging 
recess engage with each other in a snap- fit manner utilizing 
resilient deformation and restoration toward the original 
configuration of the resiliently deformable portion. In 
particular, the resiliently deformable portion resiliently 
deforms in the radial direction of the first connection end 
portion or the second connection end portion. 

Because the resiliently deformable portion deforms in the 
radial direction, it is not necessary for the resiliently 
deformable portion to extend radially outward from the first 
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connection end portion or the second connection end portion. 
As a result, the size of the first connection end portion or 
the second connection end portion having the resiliently 
deformable portion can be minimized with respect to the radial 
direction. 

The examiner states that Figure 8 of the Tarekado shows a 
throttle body 26 having a protrusion (hub 26a) protruding into 
an engagement recess (unnumbered) on the intake duct 35. 
However, as best seen from Figure 10, which is a cross- 
sectional view of Figure 8 taken along the line 10-10, 
Applicants respectfully submit that Tarekado clearly shows the 
use of a separate ring or band, which results in an engagement 
that is not in a snap-fit manner , as required by the claimed 
invention. The hub 26a may be forcibly inserted into the 
intake duct 35 so that the intake duct 35 resiliently deforms 
to enlarge its diameter. In order to maintain the fitted 
state, it is necessary to use a band or ring (unnumbered) 
shown in FIG. 10. Applicants may have been inadvertently 
referring to the Figure 7 embodiment of the Tarekado reference 
instead of the Figure 10 cross-sectional view in the previous 
Amendment and Response, which, is pointed out by the examiner 
in the her response to the Applicants' arguments. Therefore, 
in view of foregoing, reconsideration of Section 102 and 
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Section 103 rejections is respectfully requested. 

Each issue raised in the Office action dated May 10, 
2005, has been addressed and it is believed that claims 1-3, 
14-16, 21, 22, 24, 26, and 32 are in condition for allowance. 
Wherefore, Applicants respectfully request a timely Notice of 
Allowance be issued in this case. 
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